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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
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Claims 6 & 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Applicant's use of the "and/or" phrase in these claims renders them vague indefinite. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 1 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly 
anticipated by Krasner et al '541 . 

Step 201 of Krasner discloses a Base Station (BS) transmitting a signal to a mobile 
station. Step 207 discloses the mobile station transmitting back to the BS a signal 
indicating the mobile station's position. In Step 153, Krasner et al disclose computing a 
propagation delay between the mobile and BS, and the propagation delay is defined in 
col. 4, lines 45-47, as the "range" between BS and MS divided by the speed of light. 
Krasner's use of the term "range" reads upon applicant's recital of "distance". Range 
and distance are one and the same. Additionally, Krasner et al disclose in col. 5, lines 
40-49, that the propagation delay is determined by the position of the mobile (via GPS 
signals) and the position of the BS. "The distance between the two divided by the 
speed of light will determine the propagation delay." Figure 8 shows frames of a 
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predetermined period. Krasner et al meet applicant's recital of the mobile terminal 
returning a response signal to BS "after a lapse of a predetermined period" because it 
will take predetermined period of time from when the mobile terminal receives the BS's 
ranging signal until the mobile terminal can respond to the ranging signal by sending out 
a response signal. The lapse of the predetermined period of time takes into account the 
time it takes to process the ranging signal from the BS and return the response signal 
from the mobile terminal back to the BS. 

For claim 1 1 , see col. 1 1 , lines 30-40 of Krasner et al 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Krasner et al in view of McCrady et al, U.S. Patent Publication #2001/0053699, now 

U.S. patent #6801782. 

McCrady et al disclose in [0029] a two-way, round-trip ranging signal where the time 

of arrival of the ranging signals will determine the range estimate used to calculate the 

position of a mobile terminal. A master radio transmits outbound ranging pulseS to 

plural radios which respond by transmitting reply ranging pulses that indicate location of 
the radio. To have provided McCrady et al teaching of plural outbound pulses in their 
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wireless ranging scheme in Krasner et al wireless ranging scheme would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary sill in the art. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Stilip et al '290 is cited to disclose multi-path reflection 
elimination. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Creighton H. 
Smith at telephone number 571/272-7546. /J / I 0 
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